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Office Action Summary 

DEBBIh IVl ut I 

P TsHORTE P N E D STATUTORY PEK.OD FOR REPLV ,S SET TO EXPKE S MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION.^^ lnnoevent however , mayarep * be timely filed 

' eamed?atent e term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Stat 1 U )H Responsive to communication(s) filed on V December 2002 . 
„ • cimai 2bO This action is non-final. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) I2 Claim(s) hll is/are pending in the application. 
4a) Of the above daim(s) is/are withdrawn from considerate. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) EJ Claim(s) hll is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D ciaim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) n The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

,U V , xri . i^/orp- ain accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

1 00 The drawing s filed on is/are. a)U accepiea or 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 185(a). 
Applicant may req y appr oved b)D disapproved by the Exam.ner. 

1 1) D The proposed drawing correction filed on is. a)U apu'" 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 

ISO Acknowledgment is made of a Cairn forforeign prionty under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a) (d) (•)• 

a)D All b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1 □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2 □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Applicat,on No. . 

3D Co of the certified copies of the prior, y documents ha ve been received in this Nat.ona, Stage 

14JQ Acknowledgment is made of a daim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) to a prov.s 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been recewed^ 
15D Acknowledgment is made of a daim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or . 

Attachment(s) 4) □ Interview Summary (PT041 3) Paper No(s) . 

1) S Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) ,„„.„„.„. 5) n Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing R^" 0 ^ 6 Q other: 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statements) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) . 6) U 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

Applicants' arguments filed on 12/31/02. Claims 9-17 are newly added. Calms 

1-17 are presented for examinations. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

Cairns 10-11, 13-14, 16-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, forth paragraph, a 
Cairn in dependents shall contain a reference to a claim previously set forth and 
then specify a further limitation of the subject ratter claimed. A claim in dependent 
form shall be construed to incorporate by reference all the limitations of the claim to 
which it refers. 

NOTE: the language in the specification must mirror or support the claimed 
language (i.e., "common storage device" equally to "External File"). 

Claim Rejections ■ 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

( e)the invention was described i" (1) an application for p^^ 
^a^ 
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of such treaty in the English language. 

. j j^wnQr 102(e) as being anticiapted by 
Claims 1-3, 5-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. W) 

Kleeweinetal (US Patent 6,105,017). 

As per Cairn 1 , Kieewein diseases a deferring .arge object retrievals from a 

remote database comprising: 

(fig # 22 col. 4, lines 10-13), to a common storage device (fig. 1 , # 10. # 12. col. 4, 
lines 8-1 8), which is shared between said client (fi, 1 , # 1 8, col. 4, lines 5-7, and sa,d 
se „er other thanastorage device to which said database is stored. (fig 1, #24, co,.4, 
lines41 . 6 7,, and to respond to said revest by transn*ting an identic information 

said program (abstract, fig. 2a-b, col. 5, lines 27-29); and 

baS ed on said identity intormation o, said stored data, to obtain said stored data (fig, 

2a-b, col. 5, lines 30-55). 

As per claim 2, Kieewein teaches: ■ 

identifying information for identifying the area on said storage device to which said data 
is outputted (col. 3, lines 39-40, col. 4, lines 55-56); 
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a fourth process of notifying said program of said storage area (denying 

re ,er to the area on said storage device using said storage idenfifying information 
obtained by said notification to obtain said data (col. 5, lines 43-67). 
As per claim 3, Kleewein teaches: 

a sixthprocess of enabling said program to request an execution of a funcfion 

enabling said funtfon to create a storage area idenfifying information of said storage 
device* which said data is outputted, a ninth process ofenabiing said function to 
outputsaid data to said storage area; and a tenth process of enabling said function to 
notify said database server of said storage area iden^ng information (col. 6, lines 12- 
67). 

As per claim 5, Kleewein teaches: 

da ,a is outputted by said database server.atthe same node asanode where said 
database server is in operation to obtain said data (col. 5, lines 39-65). 
As per claim 6, Kleewein teaches: 

m means for enabling a database server (fig. * 22, col. 4, lines 10-13) 

database requested bya programoperating in a clien„fig. 1. #^8, co,.4, iines 5-7), 
saidffl ebeinga,acom m ons,ora S ede,ce(fi,1.#10,#12.col.4,,inese.1 8 ,whichis 
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database is stored, and to respond to said request by transmitting identifying 

(col. 5, lines 25-38); 

and second means for enabling said program to refer to said file where said 
rnassive amount of data is outputted from said common storage area by said firs, 
means and based on said identifying information, to obtain said massive amount o, data 
(col. 5, lines 56-67, col. 6, lines 1-67). 
As per daim7, Kleewein teaches: 

.eans of enabling said database server to create a file identifying information for 

said program of said file idenfifying information from said database server, and means 
of enabling said program to refer to said file by using said file identifying informal 
obtained by said notification, to obtain said massive amount o, data (col. 5, lines 43-67). 
Claim 8 is rejected by the san* rationale as stated in independent daim 6 

argument. 

As per daims 10-11, 13-14, 16-17, Kleewein teaches wherein said first 
process (col. 4, lines 55-57, enables said database server to store data to said common 
storage dev,ce (fig. 1. » 10) in response to a request by said program operating at sa,d 
client (fig. 1,# 1.9). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

. ,. „ M ,c C 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.O. luoiaj 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

forth in section 102 of this t«le. * «ie > °^™*s I *H would have been obvious at 

the prior art are such that the iitjartj asa£J° J J wWch wB subject matter pertare. 

This application currently names pint inventors. In consider patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103,.,. the examiner presumes that the subject matter o, 
the various Cain, was commonly owned at the time any invents covered there, 

und er 37 CFR1.56.0 point outthe inventor and invention dates o, each Caimthat was 
no.oommonlyov.edatthe^mealater inve.cn was made in order for the exarrtner to 

prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kleewein 
e, al (US Patent 6.105,017) in view o, Lu e, al (Dynamic and Load-balanced Task- 
Oriented Database Query Processing in Parallel Systems). 

processes, which has a parallel database arrangement and executes a database 
P rocessinpara„...oou.pu«saiddata,osaids,ora 9 edeviceiripara,lel.However,Lu 

.aching processing in parallel database system. Thus, it wou,d have been ob.ous to 
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one o. ordinary sKill in ,he art a, the time the invention was made to implement a 

in order to spaed up process and to achieve any significant break through ,n 

performance. 

Ciaim 9,12, and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentabie 
over Kleewein e. ai (US Patent 6,105,017) in view of Briscoe et al (US Patent 

5,920,870). 

As per Cairns 9, 12 and 15, Kieewein teaches the common storage device (fig. , 
# 10 ) but Kleewein does no. teach a result of a database operation is stored in the 
commonstoragedevice. However, Bdscoe teaches a result o, a da.base operation is 
stored (col. 9, lines 9-30, coi, 1 1 , iines 37-48). Thus, i. wouid have been obvious to one 

of Kleewein with Bnscoe to store the result of database operation to the common 
storage because it would allow plurality of users to share/or access the same 
infection in order to speed up process and to achieve any signify, break through in 

performance. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed on 12/31/02 have been fully considered but they are 

not persuasive. 

Applicant argued that Kieewein does no. support the first process and second 

process. 
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ln re sponse, .he examiner respectfully disagrees. Kleewein (W) teaches a ft* 
process a. colunv, 4, lines 55-57 .ha. "remote database con,ol procedure (hereafter 
RDC P) 34 stores an application query 36 received from application program 19." A 
second process a, colurm 4, lines 57-60 «ha. "RDCP 34 further responds .o receipt o, 
applied query 36 by establishing an SQL query 38 to a remote database wherein 
data is stored which is required .0 respond .o application query 36." From .he above 
passages, it is dear that Kleewein does anticipate teach the claimed language ftrs. and 
second process. 

Applicant argued that Kleewein does not teach in dependent claim 2 .ha. .he 
storage area identifying information is crea.ed and is notified from .he da.abase server, 
and .he da.a is referred based on .he storage area identifying information, in dependen. 
claim 3 that the storage area identifying information o, the common storage de^ce to 
which the data is output is crea.ed and dependen. claim 5 .ha, .he da.a is referred to at 
a same node. 

m response, .he examiner respectfully disagrees. Kieewein does teach the 
storage area iden.ifying information is crea.ed and is no.i*ed from the database server, 
and .he data is referred based on .he storage area idenWying information a. col. 3. Imes 
39.40 col 4 nnes 55-56, the storage area identifying information of the common 
storage device to wtV.ch the data is output is created (col. 6. lines 1 2-67), and the data is 
referred to at a same node (col. 5, lines 39-55). 



Conclusion 
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TH.SACT.ON.SMADEF.NAL. Applicant is reminded of .he extension of fime 

policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statute^ period for reply to this f,na, acfion is se, to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
W0 MONTHS of the railing date o, this final action and the advisory action is no. 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
ex«ensionfeepursuan,to37CFR1,3 6 (a,.llbecalc,a.edfrom.he mailing dateof 

than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

„ a reference indicated as being mailed on PTO-FORM 892 has not been 
enclosed in this acfion, please contact Lisa Craney whose phone number is (703, 305- 

9601 for faster service. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or easier communions from the 
exan^ner should be directed to DEBBIE M LE whose telephone number is 703-308- 
6409 The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-5:00. 

, f attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner, 
supervisor, JOHN BREENE can be reached on 703-305-9790. Thefaxphone 
numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703- 
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746-7239 for regular communications and 703-746-7238 for After Final 
communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or reiating to the status of this application or 
proceeding shouid be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305- 



3900. 




DEBBIE M LE 
Examiner 
Art Unit 21 77 



Debbie Le 
January 14, 2003 





TA ROBINSON 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



